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TO: PLANNING COMMITTEE 

DATE: 28th October 2020 

REPORT OF: HEAD OF PLANNING 

AUTHOR: James Amos 

TELEPHONE: 01737 276188 

EMAIL: james.amos@reigate-banstead.gov.uk 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 WARD: Hooley, Merstham And Netherne 

 
APPLICATION NUMBER: 20/00789/F VALID: 11/06/2020 
APPLICANT: Mr M Mangal AGENT: Mr T Tanner 
LOCATION: LAND ADJACENT TO 86- 100 CHILBERTON DRIVE, 

MERSTHAM 
DESCRIPTION: Erection of 2 x semi-detached 3 bedroom houses and 

associated driveways and private gardens. Provision of public 
open space, repositioning of driveway, replacement car parking 
and associated landscaping and other works. As amended on 
05/06/2020, 11/06/2020, 08/09/2020, 16/09/2020, 29/09/2020 and 
on 01/10/2020. 

All plans in this report have been reproduced, are not to scale, and are for 
illustrative purposes only. The original plans should be viewed/referenced for 
detail. 

 
SUMMARY 
 
This is a full planning application for the erection of 2 semi-detached two storey 
dwellings with associated access, parking and hard and soft landscaping and for the 
provision of replacement public open space, repositioning of an existing driveway to 
neighbouring properties, replacement car parking and associated landscaping. The 
site was previously the subject of an application for 3 houses in 2006 which was 
refused and dismissed at appeal on grounds of loss of open space and harm to 
character. 
 
The site currently comprises a small area of open space in the residential area.  The 
application is supported by an Open Space Assessment which demonstrates that 
the application site is of limited value as an amenity area, and that there are other 
areas of open space within the local area which perform these functions better than 
the application site. The proposed residential development would occupy 
approximately half of the existing open space area and that the remainder would be 
re-provided as an amenity area, albeit of a lesser size. The opportunity exists 
through the provision of enhanced landscaping to provide a higher quality area.  
Furthermore, following the withdrawal of the previous Local Plan and adoption of the 
new Development Management Plan, areas of urban space which are not 
designated are not offered any protection in policy. Therefore, the principle of 
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development and the loss of the open space is considered acceptable and 
represents a significant change since the previous appeal scheme. 
 
The area round the site is characterised by two storey terraced and semi-detached 
dwellings of consistent design and appearance, all resulting from a comprehensive 
redevelopment of the area in the 1960’s with later infill developments.  The 
proposed layout of the two dwellings would be reflective of the spatial characteristics 
of the area. Plot sizes in the vicinity of the site vary in size and width, but the two 
resulting plots would not be dissimilar to others in Chilberton Drive. The proposed 
dwellings would be setback from the street frontage enables the provision of on-
street car parking in front or to the side of each property. 
 
The proposed dwellings would be designed to be of a similar form, scale and 
external appearance as neighbouring existing properties. The submitted drawings 
indicate that similar materials would also be used with brick elevations and tiled 
roofs.  It is considered that this would provide a form of development which would be 
characteristic and sympathetic towards the character of the area. 
 
The proposed dwellings would have an acceptable relationship with neighbouring 
and nearby properties and would not have a harmful impact on the amenities of 
neighbouring properties. 
 
It is proposed that the existing parking on the site is re-provided although the 
number of spaces would be six compared to the seven that are currently available. 
One space is proposed at the front of the site on Chilberton Road and five to the 
rear.  The applicants have provided a parking stress survey which found that on-
street parking was at capacity but that the 4 unallocated spaces on the site were not 
used.  The re-provision of 5 spaces within the site would therefore partly provide 
compensatory parking for those spaces lost at the front of the site.   
 
Although a number to established trees would be removed, the applicants have 
submitted a detailed landscaping scheme which shows replacement tree and hedge 
planting. The Council’s tree officer considers that this would be acceptable 
mitigation for the loss of the trees.  On balance with the planting and reprovided 
area of open space, the proposal is considered to sufficiently respect the character 
of the area and provide a visual gap as referenced by the previous appeal inspector.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Planning permission is GRANTED subject to conditions. 
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Consultations: 
 
Highway Authority: The County Highway Authority has assessed the application on 
safety, capacity and policy grounds and is satisfied that the application would not 
have a material impact on the safety and operation of the adjoining public highway 
with respect of access, net additional traffic generation and parking. The County 
Highway Authority therefore has no highway requirements subject to conditions as 
noted below. 
 
Environmental Health (Contaminated Land): There is some potential for 
contamination to be present and in close proximity to the application site. As such a 
condition to deal with contaminated land and an informative to provide additional 
guidance is recommended. 
 
Representations: 
 
Letters were sent to neighbouring properties on 15th May 2020 and a site notice was 
posted 21st May 2020. Letters notifying residents of revised plans were sent on 6th 
October (14 days response period). 
 
19 responses have been received raising the following issues: 
 
Issue Response 
Inadequate parking See paragraph 6.27 
Noise & disturbance See paragraph 6.21 – 6.26 
Inconvenience during construction See paragraph 6.24 
Out of character with surrounding 
area 

See paragraph 6.12 – 6.20 

Increase in traffic and congestion 
 

See paragraph 6.27 

Overdevelopment 
 

See paragraph 6.12 – 6.20 

Hazard to highway safety 
 

See paragraph 6.27 

Harm to Conservation Area  
 

The site is not located in a  
Conservation Area 
 

Overlooking and loss of privacy 
 

See paragraph 6.21 – 6.62 

Overshadowing 
 

See paragraph 6.21 – 6.26 

Overbearing relationship 
 

See paragraph 6.21 – 6.26 

Health fears 
 

See paragraph 6.35 – 6.37 

Poor design 
 

See paragraph 6.12 – 6.20 

Loss of/harm to trees See paragraph 6.29 – 6.34 
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Harm to wildlife habitat 
 

See paragraph 6.41 

Drainage/sewage capacity 
 

See paragraph 6.39 

Flooding 
 

See paragraph 6.39 

Possible subsidence 
 

See paragraph 6.40 

Harm to Green Belt/countryside –  
 

The site is not located within the 
green belt / countryside 

Loss of buildings 
 

There are no buildings on the site  

Property devaluation 
 

This is not a material planning 
consideration  
 

No need for development / 
alternative location or proposal 
preferred –  
 

Each application must be 
assessed on its own merits 

Loss of private view 
 

This is not a material planning 
consideration   

 
1.0 Site and Character Appraisal 
 
1.1 The site is located on the eastern side of Chilberton Drive and is bounded by 

the plot of 84 Chilberton Drive to the south west, by Green Belt to the east, by 
houses to the south and by 86 to 100 Chilberton Drive to the north. The 
driveway serving 86 to 92a Chilberton Drive runs though the site.  Just to the 
north of the access point are three off-street parking spaces with direct 
access from Chilberton Drive.  The driveway leads to the open land at the 
rear which includes four unallocated parking spaces, a turning head and also 
provides access to the 4 parking spaces outside nos 86-92A, Chilberton 
Drive. The site provides an amenity area incidental to the surrounding 
residential estate.  
 

1.2 The neighbourhood is predominantly residential, characterised by two storey 
detached, semi-detached and terraced properties, principally dating from the 
late twentieth century. There are a number of young trees on the site, 
particularly in front of 92 to 100 Chilberton Drive and heavy vegetation to the 
Green Belt boundary. The site is reasonably flat.  
 

2.0 Added Value 
 
2.1 Improvements secured at the pre-application stage: The applicant entered 

into pre-application discussions with the Council (PAM/19/00548). Advice 
was provided regarding  the loss of the open space, and the need in any 
application to provide justification for the loss of the open space against 
relevant adopted planning policies, the loss or mitigation of the loss of car  
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parking, the impact of the development on the open area and trees on the 
site and advice about the layout and form of development.   

 
2.3 Further improvements could be secured through the use of conditions. 
 
3.0 Relevant Planning and Enforcement History 
              
3.1 00P/0928/F Construction of 12 x 3 bedroom 

houses with associated landscaping 
and parking, land at Chilberton Drive 

Granted 
6th December 2000  

    
3.2 05/01803/F  Erection of four x 3 bedroom houses 

with access and parking 
Refused 
5th October 2005 
 
 

    
3.3 06/00116/OUT Erection of two semidetached and 

one detached four bedroom houses 
together with access roadway and 
related parking 

Refused 
27th March 2006 
Appeal dismissed 
18th October 2006 

    
 
3.4 The application under ref: 06/00116/OUT for the erection of two semi-

detached and one detached four bedroom houses together with access 
roadway and related parking was refused for the following reasons: 

 
1. The proposed development, by reason of its congested and incongruous 

siting of dwellings and parking dominated layout, would result in a 
cramped, overdeveloped and unacceptable form of development that 
would be out of keeping with and detrimental to the character of the area.  
It would thereby conflict with Policy SE4 of the Surrey Structure Plan 2004 
and policies Ho9, Ho13 and Ho14 of the Reigate and Banstead Borough 
Local Plan 2005.  
 

2. The proposal, by reason of its siting on a former sand quarry and brick 
works means that there is a significant potential for contamination to be 
present.  In the absence of any qualified information to demonstrate that it 
would not be adversely affected by a local source of pollution, would fail to 
comply with Policy SE1 of the Surrey Structure Plan 2004. 

 
3. In its current form, the site makes a significant contribution to the 

recreational, community and amenity value of the surrounding area and 
meets the development plan definition of “other open land within urban 
areas”. The proposed development would substantially reduce these 
beneficial characteristics and therefore be detrimental to the quality of life 
and harmful to the character of the area. It would therefore be contrary to 
policy LO2 of the Surrey Structure Plan 2004 and policy Pc6 of the 
Reigate & Banstead Borough Local Plan 2005 and guidance in PPG3 
“Housing”. 
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3.5 The subsequent appeal was dismissed on 18 October 2006.    With regards 
to the first reason for refusal, the Inspector considered that the site provided 
sufficient space to accommodate the construction of three houses.  He 
considered that the development would reflect the prevailing density of the 
estate without appearing cramped or affecting neighbour’s living conditions.  
However, he considered that the site provided an important visual relief in the 
surrounding built-up area and its loss would detract from the visual qualities 
of the area.   

 
3.6 With regards to the second reason for refusal, the inspector considered that 

this issue could have been dealt with by an appropriate condition requiring an 
assessment of ground conditions to be provided prior to the commencement 
of development. 

 
3.7 On the third issue, the Inspector considered that the site offered scope for 

informal recreation, particularly for small children, and that it made a small but 
significant contribution to local recreational needs.  The proposed 
development would result in the loss of this facility and would have prejudiced 
the Council’s aim of maintaining a supply of open land within urban areas.     

 
4.0 Proposal and Design Approach 
 
4.1 This is a full application for the erection of a pair of 2 storey semi-detached 

properties, each with car parking and private amenity space, together with the 
repositioning of a driveway to neighbouring properties, replacement car 
parking and replacement landscaping.   
 

4.2 The proposed dwellings would be two storeys in height and of a traditional 
design utilising a mixture of brick and render to the elevations and clay tiles to 
the roof.  Each property would be provided with 2 off-street parking spaces 
and a private rear garden.  
 

4.3 The existing driveway into the site would be repositioned and access to the 
parking outside nos. 86-92A, Chilberton Drive would be maintained.  A further 
5 parking spaces would be provided within the site from the realigned access 
road and a turning head.  At the front of the site, on land which is owned by 
Surrey County Council, as the Highways Authority, the parking would be re-
arranged to provide one space.   

 
4.4 A design and access statement should illustrate the process that has led to 

the development proposal, and justify the proposal in a structured way, by 
demonstrating the steps taken to appraise the context of the proposed 
development.  It expects applicants to follow a four-stage design process 
comprising: 

 Assessment; 
 Involvement; 
 Evaluation; and 
 Design. 
 
4.5 Evidence of the applicant’s design approach is set out below: 
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Assessment The character of the surrounding area is assessed as 
being predominantly residential in use, characterised by 
mainly two storey semi-detached and terraced properties 
with brick elevations and tiled roofs.   
Site features meriting retention are listed as a number of 
trees on then site and areas of open space. 

Involvement Community views were not sought by the applicants. 
Evaluation No other development options were considered by the 

applicants. 
Design The applicant’s reasons for choosing the proposal from 

the available options were based on the planning history 
of the site. 

 
4.6 Further details of the development are as follows: 
 

Site area 0.14 ha 
Existing use Open space and parking 
Proposed use Residential, open space and parking  
Existing parking spaces 7 
Proposed parking spaces 10 
Parking standard 2 per dwelling + 7 (re-provision) – Total 

11 
Number of affordable units 0 
Net increase in dwellings 2 
Existing site density 0 
Proposed site density 14 dpha 
Density of the surrounding area 30 dpha 

 
 
5.0 Policy Context 
 
5.1 Designation 
 
 Urban area  
 
5.2      Reigate and Banstead Core Strategy  
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           CS1(Sustainable Development) 
           CS2 (Valued Landscapes and Natural Environment),  
           CS10 (Sustainable Development),  
           CS11 (Sustainable Construction),  
           CS12 (Infrastructure Delivery),  
           CS14 (Housing Needs)  

CS17 (Travel Options and accessibility) 
 
5.3      Reigate and Banstead Development Management Plan 2019 
 

DES1 (Design of New development) 
DES4 (Housing Mix) 
DES5 (Delivering High Quality Homes) 
DES8 (Construction Management) 
DES9 (Pollution and Contaminated Land) 
OSR1 (Urban Open Space) 
TAP1 (Access, Parking and Servicing) 
CCF1 (Climate Change Mitigation) 
NHE3 (Protecting trees, woodland areas and natural habitats) 
INF3 (Electronic communication networks) 

 
5.4 Other Material Considerations 
 

National Planning Policy Framework 
National Planning Practice Guidance 

 

Supplementary Planning Guidance Surrey Design 
Local Distinctiveness Design Guide 
Vehicle and Cycle Parking 
Guidance 2018 

Other Human Rights Act 1998 
 Community Infrastructure Levy                            

Regulations 2010 

                                                                             
6.0 Assessment 
 
6.1 The application site is within the urban area, where there is a presumption in 

favour of sustainable development and where the principle of residential 
development is acceptable. There are, however, a number of issues that any 
future application would have to address, including the loss of the open 
space, design and character, highways issues including car parking, 
neighbour amenity and any potential contamination on the site. 

 
6.2 The main issues to consider are: 
 

· Loss of Open Space 
· Design appraisal  
· Neighbour amenity 
· Highway matters 
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· Impact on Trees 
· Site contamination 
· Community Infrastructure Levy 
 
Loss of Open Space 
 

6.3 Core Strategy Policy CS12 relates to Infrastructure Delivery.  Part 5 of the 
policy seeks to resist the loss of existing leisure and community facilities 
(including sport, recreation and cultural) and open spaces, unless it can be 
demonstrated that:   

 
a. the existing use is surplus to requirements, or   
b. equivalent or better provision in terms of quantity and quality, or some 
wider community benefits, will be made in a suitable location.  

 
6.4 Within the previous Borough Local Plan was a policy which protected 

designated open spaces as well as those that were not designated but 
provided wider benefit. This policy was superseded by Policy OSR1 of the 
Development Management Plan (DMP) which only relates to designated 
Urban Open Space. This site is not designated as Urban Open Space in the 
Development Plan and as such is not offered any protection by Policy OSR1 
or other policies relating to open space within the DMP. Where there is 
conflict between policies in the Core Strategy and the DMP, the DMP 
effectively takes precedence over the relevant CS policies given it post-dates 
them. As such any protection to the loss of open space previously afforded by 
Core Strategy Policy CS12 is also lost through the adoption of DMP Policy 
OSR1. The reason being, the DMP took a different approach to urban open 
space, by reviewing all parcels of open urban land, no matter their size, and 
assessing their value before making a determination as to whether they 
should be designated or not. This differed from the previous Local Plan 
approach of only considering larger parcels of land, hence the need for added 
protection of non-designated parcels through policies Pc6 in the Borough 
Local Plan and CS12 in the Core Strategy. 
 

6.5 However, in support of the proposals, an Open Space Needs Assessment 
has been undertaken which provides an assessment of the site’s quality, 
accessibility and the quantity of open space in the area.   
 

6.6 The Assessment considers that the quality of the site is mixed with positive 
and negative scoring attributes. The site is considered to have only a limited 
function due to its small size and lack of ancillary facilities, and that there are 
other areas of open space within close reach (e.g. Merstham Recreation 
Ground, Mercer’s Lake and Crossways Garden). The site is assessed as 
having good quality attributes for:  
 

· grassed areas  
· provision of bins for rubbish/litter  
· general cleanliness/maintenance (partly rated as very good)  

 
6.7 The site receives poor quality attributes for:  
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· planted and vegetation areas (trees, shrubs, floral areas)  
· information and signage  

 
6.8 It is considered that the site is predominantly used as a visual amenity. Its 

relatively small size (0.10 hectares) means it is unlikely to offer any 
meaningful recreational uses. For instance, it would be impossible to use the 
site for informal recreational use such as kicking a ball or going for a walk. 
The site also lacks any noticeable ancillary facilities (e.g. seating, signage, 
play equipment etc). This is considered to limit its recreational offer and level 
of use. 
 

6.9 In terms of quantity, existing provision of amenity greenspace in the area is 
assessed as being equivalent to 2.28 hectares per 1,000 population. This is 
noted in the report as being considerably greater than the comparable 
quantitative figures provided by the Council and other national organisations 
such as FIT.  The report also notes that the site is covered by the catchment 
area of one other amenity greenspace site in proximity (i.e. Merstham 
Recreation Ground). It is also covered by the catchment areas of other types 
of open space such as parks (i.e. Crossway Garden) and natural and semi-
natural greenspace (i.e. Mercer’s Lake).  
 

6.10 The Assessment concludes that the site is not of high quality, is in an area 
where there are other areas of undesignated open space and is covered by 
the catchment areas of three other open space sites (each with the ability to 
offer the same activities as Chilberton Drive).   
 

6.11 The Assessment demonstrates that the application site is of limited value as 
an amenity area, and that there are other areas of open space within the local 
area which perform these functions better than the application site.  It should 
also be noted that the proposed residential development would occupy 
approximately half of the existing open space area and that the remainder 
would be re-provides as an amenity area, albeit of a lesser size. The 
opportunity exists through the provision of enhanced landscaping to provide a 
higher quality area.  As a result, the site is considered as being surplus to 
requirements as an area of open space, and the proposals therefore accord 
with Core Strategy Policy CS12 and DMP Policy OSR1.  The re-provision of a 
smaller area of open space, which through enhanced landscaping, could be 
of a higher quality, would also meet the requirements of DMP Policy OSR1. In 
the event that planning permission is granted, a condition requiring a full 
landscaping scheme to be submitted is proposed.   

 
Design appraisal 

 
6.12 DMP Policy DES1 relates to the Design of New Development and requires 

new development to be of a high quality design that makes a positive 
contribution to the character and appearance of its surroundings.  New 
development should promote and reinforce local distinctiveness and should 
respect the character of the surrounding area.  The policy states that new 
development will be expected to use high quality materials, landscaping and 
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building detailing and have due regard to the layout, density, plot sizes, 
building siting, scale, massing, height, and roofscapes of the surrounding 
area, the relationship to neighbouring buildings, and important views into and 
out of the site.   
 

6.13 The area around the site is characterised by two storey terraced and semi-
detached dwellings of consistent design and appearance, all resulting from a 
comprehensive redevelopment of the area in the 1960’s with later infill 
developments. 
 

6.14 The proposed layout of the two dwellings would be reflective of the spatial 
characteristics of the area. Plot sizes in the vicinity of the site vary in size and 
width, but the two resulting plots would not be dissimilar to others in 
Chilberton Drive. The proposed dwellings would be setback from the street 
frontage enables the provision of on-street car parking in front or to the side 
of each property. At the previous appeal, the Inspector considered that the 
development (of 3 dwellings) would reflect the prevailing density of the estate 
without appearing cramped or affecting neighbour’s living conditions.  
 

6.15 However, he considered that the site provided an important visual relief in the 
surrounding built-up area.  It is considered that the deeper set back now 
proposed, in comparison with the previous proposal, retains an open frontage 
and that the proposed dwellings would be partially screened from view by the 
neighbouring dwellings to the south-west and to the north. Views of the site 
from the west and north along Chilberton Drive, would in general terms, see 
the open frontage and the car parking and access road retained. The setback 
dwellings would become apparent in closer views and would be softened with 
landscaping and tree planting at the front.  
 

6.16 The proposed dwellings would be designed to be of a similar form, scale and 
external appearance as neighbouring existing properties. The submitted 
drawings indicate that similar materials would also be used with brick 
elevations and tiled roofs.  It is considered that this would provide a form of 
development which would be characteristic and sympathetic towards the 
character of the area. 
 

6.17 DMP Policy DES4 relates to Housing Mix and requires new development 
proposals that propose up to 20 homes, at least 20% of market housing 
should be provided as smaller (one and two bedroom) homes.  In this case, 
only 2 three bedroom houses are proposed, and it would not be practical, nor 
possible for the proposal to provide accommodation which accords in full with 
the policy.  Given that the site is located in an areas which is characterised by 
two storey dwellings which contain between 3 and 4 bedrooms, it is 
considered that the development would be in keeping with the character of 
the surrounding area. 
 

6.18 DMP Policy DES5 relates to the delivery of high quality homes and requires, 
inter alia, that as a minimum, all new residential development (including 
conversions) must meet the relevant nationally described space standard for 
each individual units except where the Council accepts that an exception to 
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this should be made in order to provide an innovative type of affordable 
housing that does not meet these standards. In addition, the policy also 
requires all new development to be arranged to ensure primary habitable 
rooms have an acceptable outlook and where possible receive direct sunlight. 
 

6.19 The proposed dwellings in terms of their layout, size, accessibility and access 
to facilities are considered acceptable. The proposed dwellings would have 
an acceptable amount of floor space which would accord with the Nationally 
Describe Space Standards and the units would have access to private 
amenity space. When judged from a living standard perspective the proposal 
is considered acceptable. 

 
6.20 Overall, it is considered that the proposed development would be of 

appropriate scale and design and would not be unduly detrimental to the 
street scene of Chilberton Drive or the character of the wider locality. It 
therefore complies with policy DES1 in this respect. 

 
Neighbour amenity 

 
6.21 While the proposed dwellings would be apparent from the front of properties 

at 86-100 Chilberton Drive, a significant separation distance of approximately 
21 metres would be retained. The presence of tree planting and other 
landscaping, details of which will be secured by condition, would further 
soften any visual impact.    In view of this, it is not considered that loss of light 
would occur to these properties, or that the dwellings would appear unduly 
overbearing.  
 

6.22 The proposed dwelling would be located alongside the flank elevation of 
no.84, Chilberton Drive, but set back from the front elevation.  There would be 
a gap of approximately 3m between the proposed dwelling and the flank wall 
of no.84.  Given this separation, the additional set back would not result in an 
impact at the rear of the property.  The submitted drawings show that the 
proposed dwellings would not break a 45 degree line drawn from the mid-
point of the closest window on the rear elevation of no 84, thus demonstrating 
the proposals would not lead to a loss of daylight or sunlight or 
overshadowing. Furthermore, such a relationship exists opposite at 49 and 51 
Chilberton Drive with their neighbours to either side setback a similar distance 
with similar separation and demonstrates that this is considered an 
acceptable relationship with regards light and overbearing impact. 
 

6.23 The rear elevations would have windows at ground and first floors with 
bedroom windows facing towards the south-east. A single window is 
proposed at ground floor level in the flank elevations.  Given the separation 
distances and the boundary planting, it is not considered that the proposals 
would give rise to any undue overlooking or loss of privacy to the occupants 
of neighbouring properties. 
 

6.24 Representations have been received regarding noise and disturbance and 
inconvenience during the construction period. The addition of two dwellings is 
not considered to result in an unsatisfactory level of disturbance. Whilst there 
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may be a degree of inconvenience and disturbance during the construction 
phase, the proposal would not warrant refusal on this basis and statutory 
nuisance legislation exists to control any significant levels of disturbance. A 
condition requiring the submission and approval of a construction transport 
management plan would be included on any grant of permission. 
 

6.25 Objections have been received due to the loss of private views, but this is not 
a material planning consideration. Concern has been raised from 
neighbouring properties regarding fear of crime, flooding and 
drainage/sewage. The proposal would result in the redevelopment of an 
existing area of open space within the urban area and additional boundary 
enclosures would be provided through a planning condition.  

 
6.26 Overall, whilst giving rise to a degree of change in the relationship between 

buildings, the proposed development would not adversely affect the amenities 
of neighbouring properties, and therefore complies with DMP Policy DES1 in 
this respect 
 
Highway matters 
 

6.27 The proposed development has ben assessed by the County Highway 
Authority who do not raise any objections to the development.  They note that 
the developer is proposing parking spaces to replace the lost bays.  A total of 
7 unallocated car parking spaces are currently available on the site and on 
the site frontage.  There are 3 on the site frontage and a further 4 within the 
site.  The applicants originally proposed the re-provision of 7 spaces with 5  
new spaces within the site and 2 on the site frontage.   
 

6.28 The CHA raised a concern with regards to the provision of the parking space 
numbered 6 on the plans.  They stated that this would interfere with the sight 
lines to the north of the access because they would be affected by that car 
parking space. The CHA recommended that a condition requiring the 
developer to remove parking space numbered six and to replace it by moving 
the footway along the parking space's northern edge so that it is extended 
south to the northern edge of the access be imposed.  The applicants were 
advised of these concerns and submitted a revised plan to show the removal 
of parking space no.6.  This has resulted in the re-provision of only 6 spaces 
which is one less than originally proposed.   
 

6.29 In support of the application, a Parking Stress survey was undertaken on 2 
weeknights in March 2020 (before lockdown) in accordance with the well-
established Lambeth Methodology.  The survey found that the streets 
surrounding the site were at capacity with parking stress in excess of 100% 
(due to half-on, half-off footway parking on narrow and curved sections of the 
carriageway and parking across dropped kerbs).  Parking was also observed 
within the application site itself on the site visits.  The only parking observed 
was in the 3 x spaces adjoining the public highway, and that the 3 parking 
spaces were occupied by just 2 vehicles,  a large van and a large SUV.  The 
4 spaces within the site were unoccupied.   
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6.30 The continued availability of the spaces within the site, where 5 spaces would 
be re-provided would partially compensate for the loss of two spaces on the 
site frontage. At both the visits undertaken for the parking Stress Survey and 
at the case officer’s site visit, no cars were parked on the 4 spaces at the rear 
of the site.  The continued availability of these spaces would maintain 
sufficient on and off-street parking in the area for existing properties.    Given 
the circumstances noted above, it is considered that the re-provision of 6 
spaces as part of the application proposals would provide sufficient 
unallocated parking on the site.   
 

6.31 With regards to the car parking for the proposed dwellings, each dwelling 
would be provided with 2 spaces.   Given the location of the site in an area 
which is assessed as being on the cusp between the medium and low 
accessibility scores, the provision of 2 spaces for each 3 bedroom dwelling is 
considered acceptable.   
 

6.32 In light of these comments it is consider that the proposals accord with the 
provisions of DMP policy TAP1.   
 
Impact on Trees 
 

6.33 The Council’s tree officer has undertaken a desk top review of the proposed 
development and has previously provided advice at the pre application stage 
in respect of the potential loss and impact on trees and vegetation located at 
the application site.  

6.34 As originally submitted the Tree Officer queried the omission of an 
Arboricultural Implications Assessment (AIA), arboricultural method statement 
(AMS) or a Tree Protection Plan (TPP) to demonstrate that the development 
can be achieved in respect of the identified arboricultural matters and that 
loss of tree T17 can be adequately mitigated by replacement planting.  He 
noted that submitted arboricultural information provides the base data 
including the categorisation of trees which have been assessed in 
accordance with the guidelines, advice and recommendations contained 
within section 4 and table 1 of British Standard 5837:2012 Trees in relation to 
design, demolition and construction -Recommendations and sufficient data is 
available to produce the required (minimum) AIA information to enable an 
informed and balanced decision in respect of the arboricultural and landscape 
issues to be taken on this application. He therefore requested the submission 
of an AMS and TPP. 

6.35 Following the submission of these documents, the Tree officer notes that the 
proposal results in the loss of 5 category B trees, which undoubtably will 
result in some loss of visual amenity currently provided to the immediate 
locality. The loss would be mainly due to the proximity of trees to the 
proposed dwellings and direct loss of trees as a result of the construction 
processes and activities. 

6.36 It is also noted that much of the supplied arboricultural information within the 
AMs appears to be generic but if planning permission is granted, a detailed 
finalised AMS and TPP would be required as details of services and drainage 
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routing are unknown at this time and these engineering details are normally 
designed post decision.  This could be secured with a planning condition.  

6.37 The tree officer notes that the loss of the 5 category B trees would be 
contrary to the adopted Local Plan policy NHE3 (2) which states that 
permission will be refused unless the benefits of development clearly 
outweigh the losses.  It is considered that the removal of trees within the 
application site would need to be addressed, if the application is deemed 
acceptable, by substantial replacement planting. Further details of 
landscaping would be required to demonstrate that the loss of the trees can 
be mitigated, and a full landscape condition is suggested. 

6.38 In response to these comments, the applicants have provided further details 
of the landscaping of the site.  The Tree officer has commented that the 
selection of species and the inclusion of the native hedging is considered to 
be broadly acceptable.  He does, however, suggest a minor revision in 
respect of the use of the  specified Carpinus betulus ‘Fastigiata’ which should 
be substituted for Carpinus betulus ‘Frans Fontaine’ which is a cultivar with a 
tighter and more uninformed crown system.  He considers that this 
substitution would reduce the  risk of any future  light restriction and shading 
issues that could be experienced with the fastigiate hornbeam ,which 
generally has a larger more spreading crown system despite it name the 
revision is minor.  

6.39 The applicants have made this change to the landscape specification  and the 
tree officer is now comfortable with a compliance condition.  A suitable 
condition is recommended in the event that permission is to be granted.   

Site Contamination  
 
6.40 Although the previous application was refused partly due to the location of the 

site on a former sand quarry and brick works, where it was considered that 
there was a significant potential for contamination to be present.  At that time, 
and in the absence of any qualified information to demonstrate that it would 
not be adversely affected by a local source of pollution, the proposal was 
considered to be conflict with adopted policy. 
 

6.41 The Inspector who considered the subsequent appeal noted the previous use 
of the site and acknowledged that there may be some contamination present 
which could be harmful to future occupiers.  He also noted that there was a 
requirement on the part of developers to provide an appropriate assessment 
of ground conditions where contamination is suspected but considered  that 
this issue could be addressed by the attachment of an appropriate condition 
in the event that permission is granted. 
 

6.42 The current application has been reviewed by the Council’s Contaminated 
Land officer who notes that contamination could be present and recommends 
that conditions be imposed to require the submission of a contaminated land 
assessment prior to the commencement of development.   
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Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
 
6.43 The Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is a fixed charge which the Council 

will be collecting from some new developments from 1 April 2016. It will raise 
money to help pay for a wide range of infrastructure including schools, road, 
public transport and community facilities which are needed to support new 
development. This development would be CIL liable although the exact 
amount would be determined and collected after the grant of planning 
permission. 

 
Other issues 

 
6.44 The development is not considered to cause crime issues. The site is not 

located within a flood zone and sewage capacity would be assessed at 
building control stage. The proposal is considered to have a satisfactory 
impact with regards flooding and drainage/sewerage capacity. It is noted a 
condition could be applied to a grant of permission to ensure that sustainable 
drainage is present on the site and an appropriate surface water drainage 
scheme implemented.   
 

6.45 Concerns have been raised with regards to the potential for subsidence on 
the site.  In the event that planning permission is granted, the developers 
would need to ensure that the building work is carried out in accordance with 
the Building Regulations. 
 

6.46 Concern has been raised regarding the potential for harm to wildlife. Bats and 
their roosts are protected by law and the protected species legislation applies 
independently of planning permission. Whilst the proposal would result in the 
redevelopment of an area of open land and some tree felling, it is not 
considered likely to result in significant impact on existing wildlife habitats and 
may provide opportunities to incorporate features into the design which are 
beneficial. Measures to enhance biodiversity within the site could be designed 
into the development in accordance with para 118 of the NPPF and could be 
secured by a planning condition. A condition is recommended to seek further 
details.  
 

6.47 With regards to sustainability issues, the application is not accompanied by 
an energy statement.  However, in the event that planning permission was to 
be granted, a condition would be imposed requiring the submission of further 
details relating to energy efficiency and reductions in water usage in 
accordance with DMP policy CCF1. 

 
 
CONDITIONS 
 
1. The development hereby permitted shall be begun before the expiration of 

three years from the date of this permission. 
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Reason: To comply with Section 91(1) of the Town and Country Planning Act 
1990 as amended by Section 51 (1) of the Planning and Compulsory 
Purchase Act 2004. 
 

2. The development hereby permitted shall be carried out in accordance with 
the following approved plans:  
 
Plan Type  Reference     Version  Date 
Location Plan  439-IM/001    R9  01/10/2020 
Block Plan   439-IM/002    R9  01/10/2020 
Block Plan   439-IM/003    R9  01/10/2020 
Proposed Plans  439-IM/004    R9  01/10/2020 
Floor plans  439-IM/005    R6  17/04/2020 
Roof plan  439-IM/006    R6  17/04/2020 
Elevation plan  439-IM/007    R6  17/04/2020 
Block plan   439-IM/008    R6  17/04/2020 
Section Plan   439-IM/009    R6  17/04/2020 
Landscaping plan  439-IM/011    R9  01/10/2020 
Other plan   439-IM/012    R6  05/05/2020 
Tree protection plan TPP01      05/06/2020 
Tree protection plan AIA01       05/06/2020 
Landscaping plan  PJC-0966-001   A  16/09/2020 
Landscaping Spec  PJC-0966-002   A  16/09/2020 
 
Reason: To define the permission and ensure the development is carried out 
in accord with the approved plans and in accordance with National Planning 
Practice Guidance. 
 

3. No development shall take place above slab level until written details of the 
materials to be used in the construction of the external surfaces, including 
fenestration and roof, have been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority, and on development shall be carried out in 
accordance with the approved details. 
 
Reason: To ensure the Local Planning Authority are satisfied with the details 
of the proposal and its relationship with adjoining development and to 
safeguard the visual amenities of the locality with regard to Reigate and 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019 policy DES1. 
 

4. No development shall commence including any groundworks preparation until 
a detailed, scaled ‘finalised ‘Tree Protection Plan (TPP) and the related 
Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS) is submitted to and approved in 
writing by the Local Planning Authority (LPA). These shall include details of 
the specification and location of exclusion fencing, ground protection and any 
construction activity that may take place within the Root Protection Areas of 
trees (RPA) shown to scale on the TPP, including the installation of any 
service routings and drainage runs. The AMS shall also make provision for a 
pre commencement meeting, supervisory regime for their implementation & 
monitoring with an agreed reporting process to the LPA. All works shall be 
carried out in strict accordance with these details when approved.  
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Reason: To ensure the Local Planning Authority are satisfied with the details 
of the proposal and its relationship with adjoining development and to 
safeguard the visual amenities of the locality with regard to Reigate and 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019 policy DES1. 
 

5. All hard and soft landscape shall be implemented in strict accordance with 
the approved landscape scheme compiled by PJC Consultancy drawing 
number PJC-0966-001 rev A received on 16/09/2020 and the landscape 
specification Ref: PJC0966-002-rev A titled Landscape specification. 
 
All hard and soft landscaping work shall be completed in full accordance with 
the approved scheme, prior to first occupation or the approved development 
or in accordance with a programme agreed in writing with the local planning 
authority 
 
Any trees shrubs or plants planted in accordance with this condition which 
are removed, die or become damaged or become diseased within five years 
of planting shall be replaced within the next planting season by trees, and 
shrubs of the same size and species. 
 
Reason: To ensure good arboricultural and landscape practice in the 
interests of the maintenance of the character and appearance of the area and 
to comply with policies NHE3 and DES1 of the Reigate and Banstead 
Borough Local Plan 2019, All relevant British Standards relating to hard and 
soft landscaping operations including British Standards BS8545:2014 and 
British Standard 5837:2012 
 

6. No development shall take place until a Preliminary Ecological Assessment 
has been completed to show the presence or absence of protected species  
and a report containing the results and details of appropriate mitigation 
measures (as appropriate) has been submitted to and approved in writing by 
the Council. The development shall only be completed in accordance with the 
measures approved by the Council. 

 
Reason: To protect the important species on the site in accordance with 
Policy NHE2 of the Reigate and Banstead Borough Development 
Management Plan 2019, Natural England standing advice and the provisions 
of the NPPF. 
 

7. No development shall commence until a Construction Transport Management 
Plan, to include details of: 
(a) parking for vehicles of site personnel, operatives and visitors 
(b) loading and unloading of plant and materials 
(c) storage of plant and materials 
(d) programme of works (including measures for traffic management) 
(e) measures to prevent the deposit of materials on the highway 
(f) provision of boundary any hoarding behind visibility zones 
(g) vehicle routing 
(h) measures to prevent the deposit of materials on the highway 
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has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority. Only the approved details shall be implemented during the 
construction of the development. 
 
Reason: The condition above is required in order that the development 
should not prejudice highway safety, nor cause inconvenience to other 
highway users, and to accord with the National Planning Policy Framework 
2019 and Policies DES1 and TAP1 Parking, and Servicing of the Reigate and 
Banstead Local Plan Development Management Plan September 2019. 
 

8. No part of the development shall be occupied unless and until the proposed 
vehicular access to Chilberton Drive has been constructed in accordance with 
the approved plan numbered 439 IM 003 R10. 
 
Reason: The condition above is required in order that the development 
should not prejudice highway safety, nor cause inconvenience to other 
highway users, and to accord with the National Planning Policy Framework 
2019 and Policy TAP1 Parking, and Servicing of the Reigate and Banstead 
Local Plan Development Management Plan September 2019. 

 
9. The development hereby approved shall not be first occupied unless and until 

space has been laid out within the site in accordance with the approved plan 
numbered 439 IM 003 R9 for a minimum of 10 cars to be parked. Thereafter 
the parking area shall be retained and maintained for its designated purpose. 
 
Reason: The condition above is required in order that the development 
should not prejudice highway safety, nor cause inconvenience to other 
highway users, and to accord with the National Planning Policy Framework 
2019 and Policy TAP1 Parking, and Servicing of the Reigate and Banstead 
Local Plan Development Management Plan September 2019. 
 

10. The development hereby approved shall not be commenced unless and until 
a pedestrian inter-visibility splay measuring 2m by 2m has been provided at 
the access to Chilberton Drive the depth measured from the back of the 
footway (or verge) and the width outwards from the edge of the access in 
accordance with a scheme to be submitted to and approved in writing with 
the Local Planning Authority. No obstruction to visibility between 0.6 and 2.0 
metres in height above ground level shall be erected within the area of such 
splays. 

 
Reason: The condition above is required in order that the development 
should not prejudice highway safety, nor cause inconvenience to other 
highway users, and to accord with the National Planning Policy Framework 
2019 and Policy TAP1 Parking, access , and Servicing of the Reigate and 
Banstead Local Plan Development Management Plan September 2019. 
 

11. The development shall not be occupied until a plan indicating the positions, 
design, materials and type of boundary treatment to be erected has been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The 
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boundary treatment shall be completed before the occupation of the 
development hereby permitted.  
 
Reason: To preserve the visual amenity of the area and protect neighbouring 
residential amenities with regard to the policy DES1 of the Reigate and 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019. 
 

12. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Permitted Development) Order 2015, (or any Order revoking and re-enacting 
that Order with or without modification), no first floor windows, dormer 
windows or rooflights other than those expressly authorised by this 
permission shall be constructed.   
 
Reason: To preserve the visual amenity of the area and protect neighbouring 
residential amenities with regard to the policy DES1 of the Reigate and 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019. 
 

13. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (General 
Permitted Development) Order 2015 (or any order revoking and re-enacting 
that Order with or without modification), no extensions permitted by Classes 
A B and C of Part 1 of the Second Schedule of the 2015 Order shall be 
constructed. 
 
Reason: To preserve the visual amenity of the area and protect neighbouring 
residential amenities with regard to the policy DES1 of the Reigate and 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019. 

 
14. The development hereby approved shall not be occupied unless and until 

each dwelling has been provided with a fast charge socket (current minimum 
requirements - 7 kw Mode 3 with Type 2 connector - 230v AC 32 Amp single 
phase dedicated supply) and a further 6 of available spaces to be provided 
with power supply to provide additional fast charge socket in accordance with 
a scheme to be submitted and approved in writing by the Local Planning 
Authority and thereafter retained and maintained to the satisfaction of the 
Local Planning Authority. 

 
Reason: To ensure that the development supports the efficient use of 
resources and minimises carbon emissions with regard to Policy CS10 of the 
Reigate & Banstead Core Strategy 2014 and Policy CCF1 of the Reigate & 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019 
 

15. The development hereby approved shall not be first occupied unless and until 
an Energy and Water Efficiency Statement has been submitted to and 
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The Statement shall 
detail how the development will: 
a) Ensure that the potential water consumption by occupants of each new 

dwelling does not exceed 110 litres per person per day 
b) Achieve not less than a 19% improvement in the Dwelling Emission Rate 

(DER) over the Target Emission Rate (TER) as defined in Part L1A of the 
2013 Building Regulations 
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The development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details 
and any measures specific to an individual dwelling(s) shall be implemented, 
installed and operational prior to its occupation. 

 
Reason: To ensure that the development supports the efficient use of 
resources and minimises carbon emissions with regard to Policy CS10 of the 
Reigate & Banstead Core Strategy 2014 and Policy CCF1 of the Reigate & 
Banstead Development Management Plan 2019. 

 
 
16. All dwellings within the development hereby approved shall be provided with 

the necessary infrastructure to facilitate connection to a high speed 
broadband. Unless otherwise agreed in writing with the Local Planning 
Authority, this shall include as a minimum: 
a) A broadband connection accessed directly from the nearest exchange or 

cabinet 
b) Cabling and associated installations which enable easy access for future 

repair, replacement or upgrading. 
 

Reason: To ensure that the development promotes access to, and the 
expansion of, a high quality electronic communications network in 
accordance with Policy INF3 of the Reigate & Banstead Development 
Management Plan 2019. 
 

17. Prior to commencement of development a written comprehensive 
environmental desktop study report is required to identify and evaluate 
possible on and off site sources, pathways and receptors of contamination 
and enable the presentation of all plausible pollutant linkages in a preliminary 
conceptual site model.  The study shall include relevant regulatory 
consultations such as with the Contaminated Land Officer and be submitted 
to the Local Planning Authority and is subject to the approval in writing of the 
Local Planning Authority and any additional requirements that it may specify.  
The report shall be prepared in accordance with the Environment Agency’s 
Model Procedures for the Management of Contaminated Land (CLR 11) and 
British Standard BS 10175.  

 
Reason: To ensure that the proposed development and any site 
investigations and remediation will not cause harm to human health or 
pollution of controlled waters with regard to Reigate and Banstead Borough 
Council Core Strategy CS10 and the provisions of the NPPF 

 
18. Prior to the commencement of development, in follow-up to the environmental 

desktop study report, a contaminated land site investigation proposal, 
detailing the extent and methodologies of sampling, analyses and proposed 
assessment criteria required to enable the characterisation of the plausible 
pollutant linkages identified in the preliminary conceptual model, shall be 
submitted to the Local Planning Authority. This is subject to the written 
approval in writing of the Local Planning Authority, and any additional 
requirements that it may specify, prior to any site investigation being 
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commenced on site.  Following approval, the Local Planning Authority shall 
be given a minimum of two weeks written notice of the commencement of site 
investigation works. 

 
Reason: To ensure that the proposed development and any site 
investigations and remediation will not cause harm to human health or 
pollution of controlled waters with regard to Reigate and Banstead Borough 
Council Core Strategy CS10 and the provisions of the NPPF 

 
19.  Prior to commencement of the development, a contaminated land site 

investigation and risk assessment, undertaken in accordance with the site 
investigation proposal as approved that determines the extent and nature of 
contamination on site and is reported in accordance with the standards of 
DEFRA’s and the Environment Agency’s Model Procedures for the 
Management of Contaminated Land (CLR 11) and British Standard BS 
10175, shall be submitted to the Local Planning Authority and is subject to the 
approval in writing of the Local Planning Authority and any additional 
requirements that it may specify. If applicable, ground gas risk assessments 
should be completed inline with CIRIA C665 guidance. 

 
Reason: To ensure that the proposed development and any site 
investigations and remediation will not cause harm to human health or 
pollution of controlled waters with regard to Reigate and Banstead Borough 
Council Core Strategy CS10 and the provisions of the NPPF 

 
20a. Prior to commencement of the development a detailed remediation method 

statement should be produced that details the extent and method(s) by which 
the site is to be remediated, to ensure that unacceptable risks are not posed 
to identified receptors at the site and details of the information to be included 
in a validation report, has been submitted to and approved in writing by the 
Local Planning Authority, and any additional requirements that it may specify, 
prior to the remediation being commenced on site.  The Local Planning 
Authority shall then be given a minimum of two weeks written notice of the 
commencement of remediation works. 

 
20b. Prior to occupation, a remediation validation report for the site shall be 

submitted to the Local Planning Authority in writing.  The report shall detail 
evidence of the remediation, the effectiveness of the remediation carried out 
and the results of post remediation works, in accordance with the approved 
remediation method statement and any addenda thereto, so as to enable 
future interested parties, including regulators, to have a single record of the 
remediation undertaken at the site.  Should specific ground gas mitigation 
measures be required to be incorporated into a development the testing and 
verification of such systems should be in accordance with CIRIA C735 
guidance document entitled ‘Good practice on the resting and verification of 
protection systems for buildings against hazardous ground gases’ and British 
Standard BS 8285 Code of Practce for the design of protective measures for 
methane and carbon dioxide ground gases for new buildings.  
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Reason: To demonstrate remedial works are appropriate and demonstrate 
the effectiveness of remediation works so that the proposed development will 
not cause harm to human health or pollution of controlled waters with regard 
to Reigate and Banstead Borough Council Core Strategy CS10 and the 
provisions of the NPPF 

 
21. Unexpected ground contamination: Contamination not previously identified by 

the site investigation, but subsequently found to be present at the site shall be 
reported to the Local Planning Authority as soon as is practicable. If deemed 
necessary development shall cease on site until an addendum to the 
remediation method statement, detailing how the unsuspected contamination 
is to be dealt with, has been submitted in writing to the Local Planning 
Authority.  The remediation method statement is subject to the written 
approval of the Local Planning Authority and any additional requirements that 
it may specify. 

 
Note: Should no further contamination be identified then a brief comment to 
this effect shall be required to discharge this condition. 

 
Reason: To ensure that the proposed development and any site 
investigations and remediation will not cause harm to human health or 
pollution of controlled waters with regard to Reigate and Banstead Borough 
Council Core Strategy CS10 and the provisions of the NPPF. 
 

 
INFORMATIVES 
 
1. Your attention is drawn to the safety benefits of installing sprinkler systems as 

an integral part of new development.  Further information is available at 
www.firesprinklers.info. 

 
2. The applicant is encouraged to provide renewable technology within the 

development hereby permitted in order to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 
 

3. The applicant is advised that prior to the initial occupation of any individual 
dwelling hereby permitted, to contact the Council’s Neighbourhood Services 
team to confirm the number and specification of recycling and refuse bins that 
are required to be supplied by the developer. The Council’s Neighbourhood 
Services team can be contacted on 01737 276292 or via the Council’s 
website at http://www.reigate-
banstead.gov.uk/info/20085/planning_applications/147/recycling_and_waste_
developers_guidance 
 

4. You are advised that the Council will expect the following measures to be 
taken during any building operations to control noise, pollution and parking: 
(a) Work that is audible beyond the site boundary should only be carried out 

between 08:00hrs to 18:00hrs Monday to Friday, 08:00hrs to 13:00hrs 
Saturday and not at all on Sundays or any Public and/or Bank Holidays; 
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(b) The quietest available items of plant and machinery should be used on 
site.  Where permanently sited equipment such as generators are 
necessary, they should be enclosed to reduce noise levels; 

(c) Deliveries should only be received within the hours detailed in (a) above; 
(d) Adequate steps should be taken to prevent dust-causing nuisance 

beyond the site boundary.  Such uses include the use of hoses to damp 
down stockpiles of materials, which are likely to generate airborne dust, 
to damp down during stone/slab cutting; and the use of bowsers and 
wheel washes; 

(e) There should be no burning on site; 
(f) Only minimal security lighting should be used outside the hours stated 

above; and 
(g) Building materials and machinery should not be stored on the highway 

and contractors’ vehicles should be parked with care so as not to cause 
an obstruction or block visibility on the highway. 

Further details of these noise and pollution measures can be obtained from 
the Council’s Environmental Health Services Unit.  
In order to meet these requirements and to promote good neighbourliness, the 
Council recommends that this site is registered with the Considerate Constructors 
Scheme - www.ccscheme.org.uk/index.php/site-registration. 
 

5. The applicant is advised that the essential requirements for an acceptable 
communication plan forming part of a Method of Construction Statement are 
viewed as: (i) how those likely to be affected by the site's activities are 
identified and how they will be informed about the project, site activities and 
programme; (ii) how neighbours will be notified prior to any noisy/disruptive 
work or of any significant changes to site activity that may affect them; (iii) the 
arrangements that will be in place to ensure a reasonable telephone 
response during working hours; (iv) the name and contact details of the site 
manager who will be able to deal with complaints; and (v) how those who are 
interested in or affected will be routinely advised regarding the progress of 
the work.  Registration and operation of the site to the standards set by the 
Considerate Constructors Scheme (http://www.ccscheme.org.uk/) would help 
fulfil these requirements. 
 

6. The applicant is advised that the Borough Council is the street naming and 
numbering authority and you will need to apply for addresses. This can be 
done by contacting the Address and Gazetteer Officer prior to construction 
commencing. You will need to complete the relevant application form and 
upload supporting documents such as site and floor layout plans in order that 
official street naming and numbering can be allocated as appropriate. If no 
application is received the Council has the authority to allocate an address. 
This also applies to replacement dwellings. If you are building a scheme of 
more than 5 units please also supply a CAD file (back saved to 2010) of the 
development based on OS Grid References. Full details of how to apply for 
addresses can be found 
http://www.reigatebanstead.gov.uk/info/20277/street_naming_and_numberin
g 
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7. Environmental Health would like to draw the applicant attention to the 
specifics of the contaminated land conditional wording such as ‘prior to 
commencement’,  ‘prior to occupation’ and ‘provide a minimum of two weeks 
notice’.   
 

8. The submission of information not in accordance with the specifics of the 
planning conditional wording can lead to delays in discharging conditions, 
potentially result in conditions being unable to be discharged or even 
enforcement action should the required level of evidence/information be 
unable to be supplied.  All relevant information should be formally submitted 
to the Local Planning Authority and not direct to Environmental Health. 
 

9. The use of landscape/arboricultural consultant is considered essential to 
provide acceptable submissions in respect of the above relevant conditions. 
Replacement planting of trees and native hedging shall be in keeping with the 
character and appearance of the locality. There is an opportunity to 
incorporate structural landscape trees into the scheme to provide for future 
amenity and long term continued structural tree cover in this area. It is 
expected that the replacement structural landscape trees will be minimum of 
Advanced Nursery Stock sizes with initial planting heights of not less than 
4.5m with girth measurements at 1m above ground level in excess of  
16/18cm.  
 

10. Notwithstanding any permission granted under the Planning Acts, no signs, 
devices or other apparatus may be erected within the limits of the highway 
without the express approval of the Highway Authority. It is not the policy of 
the Highway Authority to approve the erection of signs or other devices of a 
non-statutory nature within the limits of the highway. 
 

11. The permission hereby granted shall not be construed as authority to carry 
out any works on the highway or any works that may affect a drainage 
channel/culvert or water course. The applicant is advised that a permit a must 
be obtained from the Highway Authority before any works are carried out on 
any footway, footpath, carriageway, verge or other land forming part of the 
highway. All works on the highway will require a permit and an application will 
need to submitted to the County Council's Street Works Team up to 3 months 
in advance of the intended start date, depending on the scale of the works 
proposed and the classification of the road. Please see 
http://www.surreycc.gov.uk/roads-and-transport/road-permits-and 
licences/the-traffic-management-permit-scheme. The applicant is also 
advised that Consent may be required under Section 23 of the Land Drainage 
Act 1991. Please see www.surreycc.gov.uk/people-and-
community/emergency-planning-and-community-safety/floodingadvice. 
 

12. The developer is reminded that it is an offence to allow materials to be carried 
from the site and deposited on or damage the highway from uncleaned 
wheels or badly loaded vehicles. The Highway Authority will seek, wherever 
possible, to recover any expenses incurred in clearing, cleaning or repairing 
highway surfaces and prosecutes persistent offenders. (Highways Act 1980 
Sections 131, 148, 149).   
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13. Section 59 of the Highways Act permits the Highway Authority to charge 

developers for damage caused by excessive weight and movements of 
vehicles to and from a site. The Highway Authority will pass on the cost of 
any excess repairs compared to normal maintenance costs to the 
applicant/organisation responsible for the damage.   
 

14. It is  the responsibility of the developer to ensure that the electricity supply is 
sufficient to meet future demands and that any power balancing technology is 
in place if required. Please refer to: 
http://www.beama.org.uk/resourceLibrary/beama-guide-to-electric-vehicle-
infrastructure.html for guidance and further information on charging modes 
and connector types. 
 

REASON FOR PERMISSION 
 
The development hereby permitted has been assessed against development plan 
policies CS1, CS2, CS10, CS11, CS12, CS14, CS17, DES1, DES4, DES5, DES8, 
DES9, OSR1, TAP1, CCF1, NHE3, INF3 and material considerations, including third 
party representations.  It has been concluded that the development is in accordance 
with the development plan and there are no material considerations that justify 
refusal in the public interest. 
 
Proactive and Positive Statements  
 
The Local Planning Authority has acted positively and proactively in determining this 
application by assessing the proposal against all material considerations, including 
planning policies and any representations that may have been received and 
subsequently determining to grant planning permission in accordance with the 
presumption in favour of sustainable development where possible, as set out within 
the National Planning Policy Framework. 
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Issue: Proposed boundary fencing situated within the

RPAs of trees 7 & 8.

Solution: Excavations of posts locations within RPAs

are to be undertaken manually under arboricultural

supervision; posts will need to be relocated if roots in

excess of 25mm diameter will be affected.

Issue: Proposed hard surfacing situated within

RPA of tree 13.

Solution: Proposed surfacing to be designed in

conjunction with an arboriculturalist so that it can

be constructed entirely above the existing soil

level.

Indicative only

N

E

S

W

NE

SESW

NW

NNE

ENE

ESE

SSESSW

WSW

WNW

NNW

All dimensions should be checked on site. No dimensions are to be scaled from this drawing.

Please notify us of any discrepancies found. Arbtech Consulting Ltd. cannot be held responsible for inaccuracies in

the base drawing in which this plan is based.

This drawing is designed to reflect the principles of the layout or design only, and relates only to the protection of

retained trees.

This drawing is not to be read as a definitive part of the  engineering or construction designs or method statement.

An architect or structural engineer should be contacted over any matters of construction, detailing or specification

and for any standards or regulatory requirements relating to proposed structures, hard surfacing or underground

services.

This drawing was produced in colour - a monochrome copy should not be relied upon.

© Arbtech Consulting Ltd, 2019

Impacts Nos. of trees

Trees to be removed

Groups / Hedges to be removed (Partial removal of groups)

Trees with proposed incursions into RPAs

Trees that will require pruning

Groups / Hedges with proposed incursions into RPAs

Groups / Hedges that will require pruning 0

1

0

3

0 (0)

8

Arboricultural Impacts

Trees to be transplanted

Groups / Hedges to be transplanted 0

0

Project:

Client:

Drawing:

Based on:

Drawing No: Rev:

Date: Scale: Drawn:

Land Adjacent To 86-100,

Chilberton Drive,

Merstham,

RH1 3HP

Nasim Mangal

Arboricultural Impact Assessment

CHD Proposed Block Plan

Arbtech AIA 01

1:150 @ A1 AJNJune 2020

Trees to be

removed:

1

All tree work is to be undertaken in accordance with British Standard

BS 3998:2010 Tree work - Recommendations.

All arising's are to be removed and the site is to be left as found.

Care is to be taken of the ground around retained trees to make sure

that it does not become compacted as a result of tree surgery

operations. No equipment or vehicles such as timber lorries, tractors,

excavators or cranes shall be parked or driven beneath the crowns of

any retained trees, to prevent subsequent compaction and root death.

Key:

Tree

Nos.:

2

Tree Work Schedule

No. of individual trees to be removed

U A B C

No. of groups / hedges to be removed

U A B C

0 (0)0 (0)0 (0)0 (0)

0 0 5 3

( ) = Partial removal of a groups

Arboricultural Method Statement

All tree work is to be undertaken in accordance with British Standard

Please refer to Arbtech Consulting Ltd. Tree Schedule, Arboricultural

Method Statement and Tree Protection Plan, for full details of all

surveyed trees and how all aspects of the development maybe

implemented without detriment to retained trees.

'No Dig' Surfacing

Trees can be affect by construction within the RPAs either through the

direct damage caused by the removal of roots, compaction of the

rooting environment or secondary damage such as poisoning through

leaks and spills (oils, fuels, etc.) or through de-icing (road salt, etc.).

Proposed hard surfacing within the RPAs of retained trees is to be

designed so that it can be situated above the existing soil level and to

minimise any adverse impact upon the tree RPAs, as the use of

traditional foundations can result in excessive root loss through direct

removal of roots during excavation and by compaction of the soil

beneath the excavation, as such this 'traditional' type of foundation

should be avoided.

When designing hard surfacing that is to be situated within RPAs, the

design team need to pay particular attention to the proposed usage

(pedestrian, domestic traffic, delivery vans, Emergency vehicles, HGVs

etc.), the existing and proposed levels of hard surfacing and finished

floor levels, edging types and details, proximity to tree trunks and

surface rooting, contamination capture, SUDs, etc.

Possible sub-bases (foundations systems) for hard surfacing situated

within the RPAs of retained trees could include:

· A proprietary system such as a multi-dimensional confinement

system (Cellweb TRP or similar);

· Engineered solution such as a road deck, bridge, etc.

An engineered solution is likely require a level of excavation for site

specific investigations to locate roots to aid in foundation design so that

a suitable foundation can be designed to avoid roots and for the

installation the structure.

NB: The use of a multi-dimensional confinement systems and or an

engineered solution will affect the finished level of the hard surfacing by

raising the levels and needs to be taken into consideration when

designing foundations and setting the finished floor levels of adjacent

buildings.

Utility apparatus

Underground utility apparatus

Mechanical trenching for the installation of underground apparatus and

drainage severs any roots present and can change the local hydrology

in a way that adversely affects the health of the tree. For this reason,

particular care should be taken in the rout and methods of installation

of all underground apparatus. Wherever possible, apparatus should be

routed outside of RPAs. Where this is not possible, it is preferable to

keep apparatus together in common ducts, all inspection chambers

should be sited outside of the RPAs.

Where underground apparatus is to pass within the RPAs, detailed

plans showing the proposed route should be drawn up in conjunction

with the project arboriculturist. In such cases trenchless insertion

methods should be used with entry and retrieval pits being located

outside of the RPAs. If this option is not feasible and providing roots

can be retained  and protected excavations should be undertaken using

hand held tools (air-spade, forks, shovels) or a combination of

trenchless and manual excavation (broken trench).

Any design and installation should be undertaken in accordance with

the National Joint Utilities Guidelines (NJUG).

Above-ground utility apparatus

Above-ground apparatus(including CCTV cameras and lighting) should

be sited to avoid the need for detrimental tree pruning, as such the

current and future crown size of the tree should be assessed.

Tree branches can be pruned back with care to provide space, though

it is not appropriate for repetitive and significant tree work to bean initial

design solution unless this is a suitable management outcome for the

tree. Any pruning should be undertaken in accordance with

BS3998:2010

Tree

Canopies:

Trunks:

RPAs:

Category

'B' trees:

Category

'C' trees:

Incursion -

Structures:

Incursion -

Hard

surfacing:

Unit 3, Well House Barns, Chester, CH4 0DH

https://arbtech.co.uk, 01244 661170

Existing

Site:

Proposed

Site:

AutoCAD SHX Text
RBTECH
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1 F1

F1

F1

F1

F1

F1

F1

F1

F1

F1

F2

F2

F2

G1

G1
Wildflower Turf
Area: 125 m²

Turf Area:
95 m²

Turf Area:
130 m²

Turf Area:
165 m²

Turf Area:
15 m²

Turf Area:
18 m²

Turf Area:
14 m²

7 No. Lonicera nitida

5 No. Anemanthele lessoniana

3 No. Bergenia cordifolia 'Silberlicht'
5 No. Sedum Autumn Joy

3 No. Cornus sanguinieum Mid-Winter Fire

3 No. Pittosporum tobiara 'Nanum'
5 No. Geranium hybrid Johnsons Blue

3 No. Pittosporum tenuifolium Tom Thumb
5 No. Bergenia cordifolia 'Silberlicht'

3 No. Choisya ternata
5 No. Epimedium youngianum Roseum

5 No. Rosa Kent

2 No. Anemanthele lessoniana

7 No. Sarcococca hookeriana var. humilis fragrant mountain
5 No. Epimedium youngianum Roseum

9 No. Cornus alba Ivory Halo

3 No. Bergenia cordifolia 'Silberlicht'
2 No. Sedum Autumn Joy

5 No. Anemanthele lessoniana

5 No. Cyrtomium fortunei
5 No. Geranium himalayense 'Gravetye'

1 No. Polystichum setiferum

80 No. Native Mixed Hedge

720 No. Native Mixed Hedge

17 No. Photinia x fraseri 'Red Robin'

18 No. Hebe 'Mrs Winder'

18 No. Hebe 'Mrs Winder'

1 No. Betula pendula 'Swiss Glory'

1 No. Betula pendula 'Swiss Glory'

1 No. Acer campstre ‘Streetwise’

1 No. Acer campstre ‘Streetwise’

1 No. Tilia cordata 'Greenspire'

1 No. Tilia cordata 'Greenspire'

1 No. Carpinus betulus ‘Frans Fontaine'

PROPOSED TREE PLANTING
Minimum 900mm depth of specific purpose free draining topsoil to BS
3882:2015 for tree planting

PLANTING BEDS
Minimum 450mm depth of specific purpose free draining topsoil to BS
3882:2015 for shrub planting etc.

HEDGE PLANTING
Staggered double rows. 3 plants per linear metre for container grown stock &
Triple staggered rows. 8 plants per linear metre for bareroot grown stock. Minimum
450mm depth of specific purpose free draining topsoil to BS 3882:2015 for hedges

HARD LANDSCAPE - PROPOSED BLOCK PAVING TO PRIVATE PATHWAYS &
REAR PATIO AREAS. (Permeable)
Proposed Tobermore Hydropave Tegula Duo - or similar approved
Finish: Heather
Size: 173 x 173 x 60mm & 208 x 173 x 60mm

KEY

GRASSWORKS - PROPOSED LANDSCAPE TURF
Areas of proposed amenity grass turf installed upon a minimum of 150mm depth
of specific purpose free draining topsoil to BS 3882:2015. Soil leveled and
prepared to a fine tilth prior to turf laying.

ROOT CONTROL - LANDSCAPE ROOT DEFLECTOR
Product: Root Director. RD640A - Green Blue Urban
Product: Root Barrier (ReRoot 600). RR600 - Green Blue Urban
Approx. positioning of root barrier dependant on local ground conditions and
services. M&E engineer & site contractor to have final positioning.

NOTE:
This drawing indicates design arrangement only. All works to be undertaken in accordance with
best practice and all current BS & Building Regulations. Do not scale from drawing. Use figured
dimensions only after checking.

EXISTING RETAINED TREES
Retained trees and canopy boundary of existing trees, shrubs & hedges as
positioned following topographical survey of the existing site and Arboricultural
Assessment & Method Statement.

soft landscape

hard landscape

HARD LANDSCAPE - PROPOSED TARMAC
Proposed tarmac access drive.
Finish: Blacktop
To Structural Engineer specification

GRASSWORKS - PROPOSED WILDFLOWER MEADOW TURF
Areas of proposed Wildflower turf installed upon a minimum of 50mm depth of
specific purpose free draining topsoil to BS 3882:2015. Soil leveled and prepared
to a fine tilth prior to turf laying.

All works to conform to
BS 5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction. Plus conforming to
arboricultural method statements.
BS 4428:1989 Code of practice for general landscape operations (excluding hard surfaces)
BS 8545:2014 Trees: from nursery to independence in the landscape. Recommendations
ASTM D5268 - 13
Standard Specification for Topsoil Used for Landscaping Purposes

boundary treatment

F1 - 1.8m treated timber Closeboard fence system with timber post & gravel board

F2 - 1.2m treated timber Closeboard fence system with timber post & gravel board

G1 - 1.75 x 0.9m treated timber Closeboard pedestrian gate

TREES TO BE REMOVED
Existing trees, shrubs & hedges to be removed as positioned following
topographical survey of the existing site and Arboricultural Assessment
& Method Statement.

root protection
PROPOSED HARD SURFACE TREATMENT WITHIN RPAs
Proposed tarmac
Finish: Blacktop
Surface Treatment To Structural Engineer specification & designed in
conjunction with arboricultural method statement / specification and
with supervision as required during excavation / construction.

HARD LANDSCAPE - PROPOSED BLOCK EDGE
PRIVATE PATHWAYS & REAR PATIOS
Proposed Tobermore Hydropave Tegula 240 - or similar approved
Finish: Bracken
Size: 240 x 120 x 80mm

PLANT SCHEDULE

TREES.
Planted at marked position each with two post and timber crossbar installed with arb strapping and clear
spiral rabbit guard.

QUANTITY SPECIES HEIGHT cm GIRTH cm FORM TYPE

2 No. Acer campstre ‘Streetwise’ 450-500 16-18 Std CG/120lt
2 No. Betula pendula 'Swiss Glory' 500-600 20-25 Std CG/220lt
1 No. Carpinus betulus ‘Frans Fontaine' 450-500 18-20 Std CG/130lt
2 No. Tilia cordata 'Greenspire' 350-400 16-18 Std CG/180lt

HEDGE
QUANTITY SPECIES HEIGHT cm SIZE  TYPE SPACING

36 No. Hebe 'Mrs Winder' 20-30 2lt CG
(Double staggered row - 3 per metre)

7 No. Lonicera nitida 20-30 2lt CG
(Double staggered row - 3 per metre)

17 No. Photinia x fraseri 'Red Robin' 60-75 3lt CG
(Double staggered row - 3 per metre)

NATIVE MIXED HEDGE 
Hedge planting in a triple staggered row with approx. 8 plants per linear metre. Each plant guarded with
clear spiral guard and supported with cane.

PERCENTAGE QUANTITY SPECIES HEIGHT cm SIZE  TYPE

10% 80 No. Acer campestre 90-120 - BR
5% 40 No. Carpinus betulus 90-120 - BR
10% 80 No. Corylus avellana 90-120 - BR
60% 480 No. Crataegus monogyna 90-120 - BR
5% 40 No. Ilex aquifolium 30-40 2lt CG
5% 40 No. Malus sylvatica 40-60 - BR
5% 40 No. Rosa canina 40-60 - BR
Total: 800 No (Double staggered row - 8 per metre)

SHRUBS & HERBACEOUS PERENNIALS.
QUANTITY SPECIES HEIGHT cm SIZE  TYPE SPACING

11No. Bergenia cordifolia 'Silberlicht' 30-40 2lt CG 400
3 No. Choisya ternata 30-40 3lt CG 800
9 No. Cornus alba Ivory Halo 40-60 3lt CG 800
3 No. Cornus sanguinieum Mid-Winter Fire 40-60 3lt CG 800
10No. Epimedium youngianum Roseum 20-30 2lt CG 400
5 No. Geranium himalayense 'Gravetye' 15-20 2lt CG 400
5 No. Geranium hybrid Johnsons Blue 20-30 2lt CG 400
3 No. Pittosporum tenuifolium Tom Thumb 40-60 5lt CG 800
3 No. Pittosporum tobiara 'Nanum' 30-40 3lt CG 600
5 No. Rosa Kent 30-40 3lt CG 800
7 No. Sarcococca hookeriana var. humilis fragrant mountain20-30 3lt CG 600
7 No. Sedum Autumn Joy 20-30 2lt CG 400

FERNS
QUANTITY SPECIES HEIGHT cm SIZE  TYPE SPACING

5 No. Cyrtomium fortunei 30-40 3lt CG 600
1 No. Polystichum setiferum 40-60 5lt CG 800

GRASSES
QUANTITY SPECIES HEIGHT cm SIZE  TYPE SPACING

12 No. Anemanthele lessoniana 40-60 2lt CG 800

GRASSWORKS

GENERAL LANDSCAPE TURF

Total Turf Areas Combined: Approx. 437 m² (see measured individual areas)

Pro Turf 3 (With Rye economy) - DLF TRIFOLIUM - or similar approved

30% Stravinsky - perennial ryegrass
45% Rossinante - strong creeping red fescue
25% Wagner - chewings fescue

WILDFLOWER TURF

Total Wildflower Turf Areas Combined: Approx. 125 m² (see measured individual areas)

Product code: WF-Turf-Landscape-34 - Wildflower Turf Ltd (wildflower@wildflowerturf.co.uk)

Mix made up of 34 UK native wildflowers and grasses, minimum 75% wildflowers.

Species Mix
Grasses
Crested Dogstail (Cynosurus cristatus) Sheep’s Fescue (Festuca ovina)

Flora
Autumn Hawkbit (Scorzoneroides autumnalis) Betony (Stachys officinalis)
Birdsfoot Trefoil (Lotus corniculatus) Bladder Campion (Silene vulgaris)
Cats Ear (Hypochaeris radicata) Common Knapweed (Centaurea nigra)
Common Sorrel (Rumex acetosa) Common Vetch (Vicia sativa ssp. segetalis)
Common Toadflax (Linaria vulgaris) Cowslip (Primula veris)
Field Scabious (Knautia arvensis) Greater Hawkbit (Leontodon hispidus)
Lady's Bedstraw (Galium verum) Meadow Buttercup (Ranunculus acris)
Meadow Cranesbill (Geranium pratense) Meadowsweet (Filipendula ulmaria)
Musk Mallow (Malva moschata) Ox Eye Daisy (Leucanthemum vulgare)
Perforate St Johns Wort (Hypericum perforatum) Ragged Robin (Lychnis flos-cuculi)
Red Campion (Silene dioica) Ribwort Plantain (Plantago lanceolata)
Salad Burnet (Sanguisorba minor) Self-heal (Prunella vulgaris)
Tufted Vetch (Vicia cracca) Wild Carrot (Daucus carota)
Wild Marjoram (Origanum vulgare) Wild Red Clover (Trifolium pratense)
White Campion (Silene latifolia) Yarrow (Achillea millefolium)
Yellow Rattle (Rhinanthus minor)

Installation:
Prepare the site by spraying off the area with Glyphosate systemic herbicide (e.g. Roundup). Allow time
for the chemical to work.
Do not rotovate or cultivate the soil surface if possible to ensure you do not stimulate the existing weed
seed burden in the soil.
Lay the Wildflower Earth™ on the soil surface to a depth of 25mm and rake level. Accuracy of depth gives
optimum seed and nutrient distribution.
Once laid a light roll will help to consolidate the seed bed.
Installation time is best between March to May, and August to September.

Maintenance:
Cutting Cycle: Cut to 25mm height and remove every autumn (a summer cut to a height of 150mm is
optional).
Watering: Ensure the area is well watered right through to the soil beneath and kept watered/moist until
seedlings have established.

TREE PIT SUNDRIES / SPECIFICATION.

Tree pit ancillaries available from Green Blue Urban: http://www.greenblue.com/gb/ (or similar)

7 x Large kits required in total:

Staking System:
7 x Double round stake kits with half round cross bar, rubber Arb block and strapping.

Tree Pit Irrigation System:
7 x RootRain Urban: The RootRain Urban is a large capacity irrigation system with a fixed grid
inlet, particularly suited to open space and roadside verge tree planting in softscape.
Spec. Length: 3m Diameter: 60mm Inlet (Stainless Steel) 80mm Weight: 1kg.

Root Control System:
4 x RootDirector RD640A: Rigid, one-piece construction for directing tree roots into intended
rooting zones and away from buildings, pavement and utilities.

Product: Tobermore Hydropave Tegula Duo
Finish: Heather
Size: 173 x 173 x 60mm & 208 x 173 x 60mm

Product: Tobermore Hydropave Tegula 240
Finish: Bracken
Size: 240 x 120 x 80mm

PJC Consultancy
Rocks Yard
Victoria Road
Herstmonceux
Hailsham
East Sussex, BN27 4TQ
t: 01323 832120
w: www.pjcconsultancy.com
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Drawing Title
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SURREY

16.09.2020Proposed tree planting substitution from Carpinus betulus ‘Fastigiata’ to Carpinus betulus ‘Frans Fontaine'A.

29.09.2020Boundary arrangement change at No. 84.B.
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DEC: Deciduous

Pavements

Driveway Asphalt

Grass

Flowered garden

Draining natural stone -

Alvanley Pavers

by Marshalls

Native plants

Issue:

proposed hard surfacing

situated within RPA

of tree 13

Solution:

proposed surfacing to be

designed in conjunction

with an arboriculturalist

so that it can be constructed

entirely above the existing

soil level

Issue:

proposed boundary fencing

situated within the RPAs of

trees 7 & 8

Solution:

excavations of posts locations

within RPAs are to be

undertaken manually under

arboricultural supervision;

posts will need to be relocated

if roots in excess of 25mm

diameter will be affected

Rome
Piazzale Asia, 21

00165 RM
tel. +39 0668809803

Croydon
1 Laud Street

CR0 1ST
Tel. +44 (0) 20 3728 9964

tripi@pentastudio.com
www.pentastudio.com

Drawing No.

Rev.

1:200 @A3Scale

Date

Roberto Tripi
Architect

ARB registration no. 092927A
RIBA Member no. 20029314

PROPOSED LANDSCAPE PLAN

439-IM/011

03/06/2020

R7
0 2 4 6 8 10 20

mScale 1:200

8
6
 C

H
IL
BE

R
TO

N
 D

R
IV
E

 M
ER

ST
H
AM

AutoCAD SHX Text
DEC

AutoCAD SHX Text
8H

AutoCAD SHX Text
DEC

AutoCAD SHX Text
8H

AutoCAD SHX Text
DEC

AutoCAD SHX Text
8H



Rome
Piazzale Asia, 21

00165 RM
tel. +39 0668809803

Croydon
1 Laud Street

CR0 1ST
Tel. +44 (0) 20 3728 9964

tripi@pentastudio.com
www.pentastudio.com

Drawing No.

Rev.

1:100 @A3Scale

Date

Roberto Tripi
Architect

ARB registration no. 092927A
RIBA Member no. 20029314

PROPOSED STREET SCENE

0 1 2 3 4 5 10

mScale 1:100

439-IM/010

06/04/2020

R6

8
6
 C

H
IL
BE

R
TO

N
 D

R
IV
E

 M
ER

ST
H
AM

PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION

EXISTING FRONT ELEVATION



PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION

PROPOSED REAR ELEVATION

Rome
Piazzale Asia, 21

00165 RM
tel. +39 0668809803

Croydon
1 Laud Street

CR0 1ST
Tel. +44 (0) 20 3728 9964

tripi@pentastudio.com
www.pentastudio.com

Drawing No.

Rev.

1:100 @A3Scale

Date

Roberto Tripi
Architect

ARB registration no. 092927A
RIBA Member no. 20029314

PROPOSED ELEVATIONS

0 1 2 3 4 5 10

mScale 1:100

439-IM/007

06/04/2020

R6

8
6
 C

H
IL
BE

R
TO

N
 D

R
IV
E

 M
ER

ST
H
AM



PROPOSED LEFT SIDE ELEVATION PROPOSED RIGHT SIDE ELEVATION

Rome
Piazzale Asia, 21

00165 RM
tel. +39 0668809803

Croydon
1 Laud Street

CR0 1ST
Tel. +44 (0) 20 3728 9964

tripi@pentastudio.com
www.pentastudio.com

Drawing No.

Rev.

1:100 @A3Scale

Date

Roberto Tripi
Architect

ARB registration no. 092927A
RIBA Member no. 20029314

PROPOSED ELEVATIONS

0 1 2 3 4 5 10

mScale 1:100

439-IM/008

06/04/2020

R6

8
6
 C

H
IL
BE

R
TO

N
 D

R
IV
E

 M
ER

ST
H
AM



PROPOSED SECTION A-A

2
8
0

2
6
0

2
8
0

2
6
0

PROPOSED SECTION B-B

Rome
Piazzale Asia, 21

00165 RM
tel. +39 0668809803

Croydon
1 Laud Street

CR0 1ST
Tel. +44 (0) 20 3728 9964

tripi@pentastudio.com
www.pentastudio.com

Drawing No.

Rev.

1:100 @A3Scale

Date

Roberto Tripi
Architect

ARB registration no. 092927A
RIBA Member no. 20029314

PROPOSED SECTIONS

0 1 2 3 4 5 10

mScale 1:100

439-IM/009

06/04/2020

R6

8
6
 C

H
IL
BE

R
TO

N
 D

R
IV
E

 M
ER

ST
H
AM


	5 - 20.00789.F - Chilberton Drive
	SUMMARY
	RECOMMENDATION
	Consultations:
	Response
	Issue
	1.0 Site and Character Appraisal
	2.0 Added Value
	3.0 Relevant Planning and Enforcement History
	4.0 Proposal and Design Approach
	5.0 Policy Context
	5.2      Reigate and Banstead Core Strategy
	CS1(Sustainable Development)
	CS2 (Valued Landscapes and Natural Environment),
	CS10 (Sustainable Development),
	CS11 (Sustainable Construction),
	CS12 (Infrastructure Delivery),
	CS14 (Housing Needs)
	5.3      Reigate and Banstead Development Management Plan 2019
	5.4 Other Material Considerations

	6.0 Assessment
	CONDITIONS
	INFORMATIVES
	REASON FOR PERMISSION
	The development hereby permitted has been assessed against development plan policies CS1, CS2, CS10, CS11, CS12, CS14, CS17, DES1, DES4, DES5, DES8, DES9, OSR1, TAP1, CCF1, NHE3, INF3 and material considerations, including third party representations....


	os
	site
	site 1
	Sheets and Views
	A1 L


	site 2
	Fogli e viste
	CHILBERTON DRIVE-AR01-PLANNING PERMISSION REV10-03-proposed Block plan


	site 3
	site 4
	Fogli e viste
	CHILBERTON DRIVE-AR01-PLANNING PERMISSION REV07-11-proposed landscape


	street
	Fogli e viste
	CHILBERTON DRIVE-AR01-PLANNING PERMISSION REV06-10-proposed streetscene


	elev
	Fogli e viste
	CHILBERTON DRIVE-AR01-PLANNING PERMISSION REV06-07-proposed elevations


	elev 1
	Fogli e viste
	CHILBERTON DRIVE-AR01-PLANNING PERMISSION REV06-08-proposed elevation


	section
	Fogli e viste
	CHILBERTON DRIVE-AR01-PLANNING PERMISSION REV06-09-proposed sections



